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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed August 14, 2007, with respect to claims 6-9 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues the computer 
readable mediums are statutory because they are articles of manufacture which meets 
one of the four statutory classes of an invention. In reviewing applicant's specification 
for determining the claimed computer readable medium, it appears that paragraph 
[0077] of applicant's specification is the only section that suggests what the computer 
readable mediums are in applicant's invention. This section shows the mediums are not 
limited to storage devices such as magnetic or optical discs, RAM or ROM but could 
also include downloading over a network the processes for implementing the invention. 
Downloading over a network (wired or wireless) requires transmission of a signal and 
signals are considered to be non-statutory. Therefore the rejection of claims 6-9 are 
maintained. 

Applicant's arguments, filed August 14, 2007, with respect to claims 1, 6, 10 and 
12 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues Sekiyama 
does not teach detemiining the possibility of a particular communication that depends 
on the identifying information of the computer. The examiner respectfully disagrees and 
asserts Sekiyama does teach the above feature. In reviewing applicant's specification, it 
appears applicant is relying on page 6 paragraph [0042] of his specification for 
disclosing the above feature. Specifically page 6, paragraph [0042] clearly suggests the 
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limitation of "a communication determining section to determine whether a particular 
communication with said computers is possible or not, depending on said information of 
the computers" refers to determining what specific services a computer will be granted 
access is based on the information relating to the computer. Sekiyama teaches in 
paragraphs [0050]-[0057] that a specific service is granted in accordance with the 
communication terminal ID which is equivalent to applicant's claimed language of 
information of the computer. Therefore the rejection of claims 1,6, 10 and 12 in view of 
Sekiyama are maintained. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 3-5, and 8-10 have been considered 
in view of the 102 rejection with Sekiyama but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an International application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 3, 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C; 102(e) as being anticipated by 



US 20060070125 granted to Pritchard et al. 
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Regarding claim 3, Pritichard meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"An authorization device comprising: 

a unique data receiving section to receive, from computers, unique data which uniquely 
identify said computers; 

a user information stQrage section to store unique user data indicating a user who can 
use one of said computers corresponding to said each unique data, and a password 
related to each of the unique user data; and 

an authorizing section to authorize the user on the basis of said unique data received by 
said unique data receiving section, said unique user data and the password stored in 
said user information storage section." see paragraphs [0056]-[0063]. 

Regarding claim 6, Pritichard meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"A computer-readable medium storing a program which, when executed by a computer, 
causes, the computer to perform operations comprising: 

receiving, from an external computer, unique data which uniquely identify said external 
computer; searching information of said external computer corresponding to said 
received unique data from a computer information storage section that stores the 
information of the external computer for each unique data; and determining whether a 
particular communication between the computer and said external computer is possible 
or not, depending on said searched infomriation of said external computer." see 
paragraphs [0056H0063]. 

Regarding claim 8, Pritichard meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
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"A computer-readable medium storing a program which, when executed by a computer, 
causes the computer to perform operations comprising: 

receiving, from an external computer, unique data, which uniquely identify said external 
computer; and authorizing a user on the basis of said received unique data, unique user 
data, stored in a user information storage section, data indicating whether the user 
whether can use said external computer corresponding to each unique data, and a 
password stored in the user information storage section related to each of the unique 
data." see paragraphs [0056]-[0063]. 

Claims 4, 9, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by US 20020083342 granted to Webb et al. 

Regarding claim 4, Webb meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"A computer comprising: 

a unique data storage section to store unique data identifiable computers; 

an external reference storage region which can be referenced by external computers, 

which is an area where a cookie information is stored; 

a unique data copying section to copy said unique data stored in said unique data 
storage section to said external reference storage region; and 
a unique data transmitting section to transmit said unique data stored in said extemal 
reference storage region to the external computers." see paragraphs [0047]-[0052] and 
Figure 4. 

Regarding claim 9, Webb meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
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"A computer-readable medium storing a program which, when executed by a computer, 
causes the computer to perfonn operations comprising: 

reading unique data which uniquely identify computers from a unique data storage 
section storing said unique data; and copying said unique data to an external reference 
storage region which is an area where cookie information is stored, and which can be 
referenced from external computers." see paragraphs [0047]-[0052] and Figure 4. 

Regarding claim 10, Webb meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"An authorization device, comprising: 

a unique data receiving section to receive, from a computer, unique data which uniquely 
identify said computer; and an authorizing section to authorize said computer to perform 
a service on the basis of said received unique data." see paragraphs [0047]-[0052] and 
Figure 4. 

Regarding claim 11, Webb meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"An authorization method comprising: 

receiving, from an external computer, unique data which identify said external computer; 
searching information of said external computer corresponding to said received unique 
data from a computer information storage section tester-e-which stores information of 
the external computer for data; and determining whether the computer is able and 
authorized to perform a service." see paragraphs [0047]-[0052] and Figure 4. 

Claims 4, 5, 9 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by US 200301 15481 granted to Baird et al. 
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Regarding claim 4, Baird meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"A computer comprising: 

a unique data storage section to store unique data identifiable computers; 

an external reference storage region which can be referenced by external computers, 

which is an area where a cookie information is stored; 

a unique data copying section to copy said unique data stored In said unique data 
storage section to said external reference storage region; and 
a unique data transmitting section to transmit said unique data stored in said external 
reference storage region to the external computers." see paragraphs [0022]-[0023], 
paragraphs [0033]-[0034], and Figures 2- 4. 

Regarding claim 5, Baird meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"A communication system communicating between a server and clients, comprising: 
a unique data storage section, included in said clients to store unique data which 
uniquely identify the clients; a unique data transmitting section included in said clients to 
transmit said unique data to the server; a client information storage section included in 
said server to store information of said client for said each unique data; a unique data 
receiving section included in said server to receive said unique data from any of the 
clients; and a client searching section included in said server to search infonnation of 
said client corresponding to said received unique data on the basis of said client 
information storage section for authorizing communication between the server and the 
clients based on said information of the clients." see paragraphs [0022]-[0023], 
paragraphs [0033H0034], and Figures 2- 4. 
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Regarding claim 9, Baird meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"A computer-readable medium storing a program which, when executed by a computer, 
causes the computer to perform operations comprising: 

reading unique data which uniquely identify computers from a unique data storage 
section storing said unique data; and copying said unique data to an external reference 
storage region which is an area where cookie information is stored, and which can be 
referenced from external computers." see paragraphs [0022]-[0023], paragraphs [0033]- 
[0034], and Figures 2- 4. 

Regarding claim 17, Baird meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"The communication system according to claim 5, wherein: 

the client information storage section stores infonnation related to types or functions of 
the clients; and the client searching section searches the information related to the 
types or functions of the clients for authorizing communication between the server and 
the clients." see paragraphs [0022]-[0023], paragraphs [0033]-[0034], and Figures 2- 4. 

Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US 
20020029336 granted to Sekiyama et al. 

Regarding claim 14, Sekiyama meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"A server providing services to a plurality of clients, comprising: 
a storage section that stores information related to each of the clients in connection with 
unique data uniquely identifying each client; a data receiving section that receives the 
unique data of a client from the client; and a searching section that searches the 
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storage section based on the unique data received by the data receiving section, and 
obtains the information related to the client, wherein the server determines whether the 
client is able to provide a particular service or not, and provides the particular service to 
the client if the client is able to provide the particular service." see paragraph [0012], 
paragraph [0035], paragraph [0042], paragraph [0050]-[0057]. 

Regarding claim 15, Sekiyama meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
The server according to claim 14, wherein: the storage section stores a type or a model 
of clients; and 

the server determines whether the client is able to provide a particular service or not 
based on the type or the model of the client." see paragraph [0012], paragraph [0035], 
paragraph [0042], paragraph [0050]-[0057]. 

Regarding claim 16, Sekiyama meets the claimed limitations as follows" 
"A server providing services to a plurality of clients, comprising: 
a storage section that stores information related to each of the clients in connection with 
unique xiata uniquely identifying each clients; 

a data receiving section that receives a registration request and the unique data of a 
client, from the client; and 

a searching section that searches the information related to the client in the storage 
section based on the unique data received by the data receiving section, 
wherein the server determines whether the client is able to provide a particular service 
or not, and registers the client or a user using the client when it is determined that the 
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client is able to provide the particular service." see paragraph [0012], paragraph [0035], 
paragraph [0042], paragraph [0050]-[0057]. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly; THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew B. Smithers whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3876. The examiner can nomnally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30) EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel L. Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 



Matthew B Smithers 
Primary Examiner 
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